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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
November 24, 2008 has been entered. 

2. Claims 5, 8-9, 11-16, 20 and 23 are pending. Claims 11-16 are withdrawn from 
consideration as being drawn to a nonelected invention. 

3. The rejection of claims 5, 8 and 9 under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Suzuura et al. (US Patent No. 6,066,404) is withdrawn in view of Applicants' 
amendment. 

4. The rejection of claims 5, 8-9, 1 7-1 9 under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Namikawa et al. (WO 01/94036) is withdrawn in view of Applicants' 
amendment. 

5. The rejection of claims 20 and 23 under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Namikawa as applied to the above claims, and further in view of Terada et al. (WO 
03/052045) is withdrawn in view of Applicants' amendment. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

7. Claims 5, 8-9, 20 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Terada et al. (WO 03/052045), hereinafter "Terada". 

Terada teaches a cleaning label which comprises a cleaning layer 3 and a 
release film 4 provided on one side of a backing 2 and an ordinary adhesive layer 5 
provided on the other side of the backing 2 and is peelably provided on the separator 1 
with this adhesive layer 5 interposed therebetween; and in operation, the cleaning label 
is peeled off the separator 1 , and then stuck to a conveying member such as 
semiconductor wafer (see page 29, lines 9-23, Figures 1 and 2). The cleaning layer is 
not specifically limited in its material (see page 19, lines 24-25). The backing for the 
cleaning layer is not specifically limited, and one example is polyimide (see page 24, 
lines 18-21). It is construed that the cleaning layer, then comprises polyimide. The 
release film (i.e., protective film) is treated with a silicone-based releasing agent and is 
laminated as a separator, wherein the amount of silicone attached to said cleaning layer 
when the separator is peeled off said cleaning layer is 0.005f g/m 2 or less as calculated 
in terms of polydimethylsiloxane (see page 6, line 19 to page 7, line 9; page 8, lines 13 
to page 10, line 21). The release film to be used in the protection of the cleaning layer 
may be a film made of polyethylene, polypropylene, polybutene, polybutadiene or 



Application/Control Number: 10/823,654 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1796 

polymethylpentene (see page 27, lines 21-24), which has been release-treated with a 
silicone-based releasing agent, a long-chain alkyl-based releasing agent, a fluorine- 
based releasing agent, an aliphatic acid amide-based releasing agent or a silica-based 
releasing agent (see page 28, lines 4-8). Terada, however, fails to specifically disclose a 
cleaning layer comprising a polyimide resin wherein each of the relative intensities of 
the recited fragment ions in the cleaning layer, when the protective film is peeled off the 
cleaning layer, is 0.1 or less, and the cleaning layer having a tensile modulus and 
adhesive strength as those recited. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have prepared the cleaning layer with polyimide because this is 
one of the selections taught by Terada, and to reasonably expect each of the relative 
intensities of the recited fragment ions in the cleaning layer, when the protective film is 
peeled off the cleaning layer, to be within those recited, i.e., 0.1 or less, and the 
cleaning layer having a tensile modulus and adhesive strength to be within those recited 
because similar cleaning material with similar layers and compositions have been 
utilized. 

Applicant cannot rely upon the foreign priority papers to overcome this 
rejection because a translation of said papers has not been made of record in 
accordance with 37 CFR 1 .55. See MPEP § 201 .1 5. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to the above claims have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lorna M. Douyon whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1313. The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays-Fridays 8:00AM-4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Pyon can be reached on 571-272-1498. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Lorna M Douyon/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1796 
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